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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
7.3.1 Multimodei Inference in BUGS
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
Panel 7.1 BUGSa—F

model {
Model ~ dcat(pi[l:2])
mu ~ dunif (0, 1000)
lambda <- mu # Poisson¥-15
po<m 1/ {1+ # SIS RO R RERE
for (1 in 1:5) {

GeomProb[i] <- p * pow(l - p, YI[i])

PoisProb[i] <- exp(-lambda + Y[i]

bl[1]

* log(lambda)

— logfact(Y[1i]))

<- pow (GeomProb[i], equals (Model, 1))
+ pow (PoisProb[i], equals(Model, 2)) - 1
# Model = 173o# A2 MO LE
B[i] <- 1 # Model = 25 RF7YI S HmDEE
B[1] ~ dbern(b[i]) #"1’s trick”
}
}
B “1's trick”

= NUX—ADMITHESIWEREHE, (R = b)) = 1EIRETEHILET, b,

eLEEEZEPI(Y,=y)=b),




7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
An Example with Nested Models
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION

ADDETIVEERD

B £7/01: EUE EFERLEBITFICLYELD,
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
Panel 7.2 BUGSa—F

model {
for (1 in 1:3) {
xf[i] ~ dunif (0, 1)
fl1] <- pow(xf[l], constF) * pow(xf[1], 1 - constF)
p[i, 4] <= 1 — sum(p[i, i:37]) # constF =1 — f[i] = xf[1]
X[i, i:4] ~ dmulti(p[i, i:4]1, 400) # constF = 0 — f[i] = xf[i]
}
for (1 in 1:2) {
xS[i] ~ dunif (0, 1)
S[1] <- pow(xS[1l], constS) * pow(xS[1], 1 - constS)
} # constS =1 — SJi] = xS[1]

Model ~ dcat (pill:4])# EFIERTHFIUES  #constS=0— S[i] = xS]i]
constF <- equals (Model, 2) + equals(Model, 4)
constF <- equals (Model, 3) + equals(Model, 4)

pll, 1] <- f[1]
pll, 2] <= S[1] * f[2]

pll, 31 <= S[1]1 * s[2] * £I[3]1  #plijl: X[, jO&EHEE

p[2, 2] <- f[2]

pl2, 3] <= S[2] * f[3]

pl3, 31 <- £[3] # xfi|&EXS[iAY 85 A—H—7 Lk

) # (ModellZ[&C i &ES[I|Z @Y RET D)




7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
7.3.2 Reversible J ump Markov Chain Monte Carlo
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION

E{§l(Panel 7.2)

B XOA—3—/NXUyN W) xf[1]1, xf[2], xf[3], xS[1],xS[2]

H gM(w)i xf[1] -> £[i] or x£f[1] -> £[1i]

M=2 xf [1] A xf [1]
) xf[2] L (e S, ) xS || @@

g,(v)=g,| ¥ [3]]|=0 = es =18, =] x5[2]
xS [1] U, xf[2] @)

u

xS [2] U, xf [3]

M=4 xf [1] A xf [1]
4
) X [2] BTN S. ) syl 6%

g,(W) =g, x[3]|=0"" = O xf[2]
xS [1] u, 31 u®

xS [2] U, xS [2]



7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION

Gibbs Sampling

B YOS )5 (MI%
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
RIMCMC for Comparing Two Binomial Models
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
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- EFL1: y, ~ Be(Y,+a,,N,~ Y, +b)
TTIN2: m~Be(Y,+Y,+a ,N +N,-Y, =Y, +b_)
u~ Be(a,,b,)
Y=g (0 &Y — ¢, =2n-u Y,=u
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION

B VOEFHGEESE)
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
BEDT—2tEYFTEZATHS
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
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7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION

7.3.3 Bayesian Information Criterion

NAZXI773—(RAETIWVAELY IM IO EFZAHEICE
DWTEMT B,

—  ¢f Section 7.3.1-2: RAXT7HA2—DztEIZMCMC% s B

B BICIE-2log([ Y M DR EME,

BIG, =-2log([Y |6,,, M])+klog(n) ~—2log(IY | M])

- e

1. T—=ARINLY (Fn BOBERNDEY, ETILMEKRRITTD/INTA—2—0 ,Fi5EDHETE
TS ML,

2. EHHM[0 M Y IESEBERDAICE>THBITEMSND, *6

3. 0, DERTHFIL, “unit information prior” EFEIEN D Z EEIER D ICK > TR L
D, CODMIFTEHMN O |, DERLHEEZFLL TOHDBATIEERDMHIRE
H7E—20DT— "5’75‘%9'0,\64%%&3:“30)4%$|§€’T#’J7"’ BLERIFEHRZF>TS,

(KB KREET —FAEIVNDBITOESICZ HERDZ(RAXFRIDEREE) . )



7.3 MULTIMODEL COMPUTATION
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7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC

O ETILHFESECEENRIEELETILLEY
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7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC
7.4.1 Akaike’s Information Criterion

0 AICIZEDETILf hofemETILg ~DKullbacker-Leibler(K-L)
BANN—Dx ) ADIREETHETE T 5,

K(f2)=| f(y)log{M}dy
g(y)

— BEOXHAEL LT E(og(g(y))DEDEFE

K(f,g)=E {log f(»)-log g(»)}
= E {log f(y)f—E,{log g(¥)f (7.19)

B = EHIEGEET/ILETHERETORIZEFvozILEnd,

B FIEFE {log (1)} NOMSBRVNDTHETERLA, FHD
DIZANH DD T, U E X AT BE,




7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC

(0 KREDRIT/INTGA—B— O IZE2>THOHINBDETILMIZDLNT
EZD,
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AIC = -2log([Y |0, M]) + 2k
[ZETILMIZR IELEK-LA A /N—S 2 ZDFERR DO F/INMED
HEELRD,

B YT AXHNSNESFAICCH LN ESNTLNS,

2k(k +1)
n—k+1

AlICc = AIC +

— ZHEDEINENEZ(ZK-LAA/N—2 1 RAVNSUVEFHL
DT, ETILOUTEIFYAKNZEERT,



7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC
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7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC

(1 AICIEBICKYE/NNTGA—E2—DZNETILEFT,
B BICOBEHMURFTILTAIEH U TIL YA RIZHKTE
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exp (— ;BIC ijﬂ'i
(M Y]~

1
Zjexp(—zBIC jjﬂj

(7.20)



7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC

(1 BICOzANEHWTAICUTAMNEEH T I LEEZ D, (DDF)
B T ZEIEFETILIA

exp (kl. In(n)/2 - kl.) (7.21)
Zjexp (k;In(n)/2-k)

Z(7.20)ICRRALTACY (M NEH 5,
ex (— lAIC j
3 p 7 i

. = "
Zjexp(—zAIij

71'1.:

l



7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC

B COEHIFAICOTA DA
LNA(Burnham & Anderson,

B R
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2002),

1. EHICIEBICIZ L DE AR EZL, BICZDLDIF BRI
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[FEREKGEDH(Figure 7.7),
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7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC

7.4.2 Deviance Information Criteria

0 AICAOHY]: BENEETILOEEIZESTAFELTLI\WLWD DA D
720N |

B BN TA—A—HKEESTHE T NILLODHM ?
— FUFLRMBENEGENTNBIGEES . K-LIZEDKETILEIR
D — &7 7 7O—FIF A HWIZLL MBurnham & Anderson, 2002),
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2. (AICEEBRL O ELHEFEICL>THTIHOINTEST .
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ST =AML THRWNIGE

ENDTZAA R THF A AT RE




7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC

[0 DIC: RAXETYTDIEHDEREES (DDE)

B Deviance D(6) = -2log[Y|M,6 ,, 19 3L, DICiEDeviance
DERIEHEE, ETIVDOEMSERT ) DFIELRD,

DIC =D (0,,)+ p,

B pD: ETILDOER/NTA—Z—H*°

Pp = B(QM)_D(Q_M)
D (6, ): devianceM=EERIEHE
D

(6 1): NIA—B—DBEREBIZL>TEESINT
deviance*10

I~

(x9 vagueBHBRIN M EZLNT=HE. pp DRDYIZp, = Var (D (0)|Y )N HEREIN TS
(Gelman et al. 2004), )
(O EBPRECERE—RLOTHEINDIGEEHD, )



7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC

7.4.3 Example: Trout Return Rates

[0 AIC, BIC, DICO/XT#+—x > RELLEKT B,
B TV —HINDENZRADT TN INEFE
- 196 1EAEIMBERICHEIRSN., BEMLEREBRHE,
— EFENMERIEERICEKGET 5D ?
Y AR, OERIRA DT —R, R T DNILX—AELHL,
- St ER DARTHBEERT AT —4,
SV [ LY N SN
- b DDEBETILEEZSH(Table 7.2)
— S, L;.S L 1ZFhThiZ#(L,




7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC
- INTGA—R— B DERIDM: EHODIER S,
SR MOBEIARBERL T 1L >THIES D, *!
= KEETIV/IZEITE B, D¥ETDHE FRIDMDIBEIE

.. K .T, p,mModelj
Precision (S, |Model j)=4 '

T, otherwise (7.21)

A1, ETILEHRILIZE/INTA—R—DFRI DD HEINYYTEE, FGEEGETIL
MEFZ7EYLF LN,

HH2. ETL/OFTIRTD B DERIDMDDBENEFELLLY, FLETLET F
B DD BRI L NILNTRTELL/ TI2H 5,
- T = 040F~1ET ~ Ga(3.29 7.80)¢L T, T, NEHLZF0, 1)D
— RN MERBEIZT B,
- Panel /7.3: BUGSO—FR

(kM K(T220)0F B, NETIIZEENBWNGEIZEL  ZEET D, COERIDIMDIETEILH
ElZl Eﬁ%&'&liém\yb\ MCMC?EFTIZ ﬁxﬂ(%wbﬁaﬁ@%%é‘ﬁﬁn



7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC

B 3BYDITIEOHFAZLE,
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— #£E: Table 7.3,

- AICEDIC, BICEBFIZE B ULMELTLNA,

— RLOHELHLNEE DICHAICORELLYSD, T RALHEENDEENS ST
ERTO N vagueris BICHABFORE RERYS S,

- AICIZ/NNTGA—BZ—HDLZNETILZEFL,
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7.4 INDICES OF MODEL ACCEPTABILITY: AIC AND DIC

(0 ETILOEMIIZOWVTHDEZ FIFEFDAIZHRBWIZ K EE
HRE,

B EHLTETILEERLEWNVGS, FRITETILIT AN eexp(k)
el FRETRNEEERLEWESexp(hIZEAIEE 5,
— Table 7.4: ThBOHBRIETILITANK-LEFI D M. —F
DHDERE L,

— Complex prior CHETILIANZEIRSN S, EHMLTETILH
BEIRSN DL IR R H7EK-L priordD




7.5 AFTERWORD

Use and Abuse
(0 ETILRBIREETILTARL—=U05 DO ARIZCER S FE

SECEZODNT=TTILOZBIRETOEEIZERN,
B EFBICZLDOETILNSZEIRT BDIZIEEL TULVRLY,

> T—REHLCFERLTLED, /8TA—E—¥MN SN E R
BIFEE. FYBLDT—EHNE,

O ETILTFRL—S0Y 0 ETILOAREEEEEE

B BMIZETILOEEIZT—INERLINTLEODT, HELT A
XL /DIEFESATA->TLED,

B AL, —DODETILCOHRIL. TOETILOFEAESHER T
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7.5 AFTERWORD

Model Averaging

[ BMI: /85 A—%a— /Ly RV =H#EH
B YDOETILIZOWTORELLEEE,
— HEMBEIFET IV TEATEHE I TE,
B THL==2 X8R A]gEN ?

- BIEBINAAZIRELGWEHIEINTETILE, BIRDIRIEY
BRAOERETHTURILYETILOHES,

— BREBINA NIOEHZEKROTEERATEH,
- AT —ILDEWVNEEIREIZTE B,
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7.5 AFTERWORD

Complexity and AIC's Prejudice

1 ETILDE

— No, ETILHA+593

SR TAN: B

EHICEERETILEBETAREN?

=R EESLTOWARENDH D,

B Fisher(1925a)M&EZ A RUIFEELGETILEHD
— EHILENSEREEIL, T—ANDREEFEINT=15

28>

B EZZ0EZ L §NEIINT S GEETILERIDMIC R
- K=L priorl2&ED<CAICU A MZIF Xt




